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Identification of prior art discussed: Banker et al (U. S. 6.275. 600 . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)M was reached. g)n was not reached. h)n N/A. 
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reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant proposed various limitations to independent claims 1 and 
12. The Examiner questioned whether there is clear support in the original specification for the limitation "....the 
image quality analysis module ONLY (emphasis added) identifies image quality deviations that are percievable by the 
human observer: Applicant will reconsider the proposed claim language The Examiner will reconsider the cited 
reference and any new limitations upon receipt of Applicant's response.. 



